
Ju ly  10,2004 

Chmrman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicalions Commissioii 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

I am writing lo ask that the FCC not lnipose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lowwincome fiuiiilies, senior citizens, inunigants, college siudencs and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do nor have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - t o  make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make 3 doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected i f  the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid c;llling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alteinative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone coinpanies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consuniers that can 
least xfford tv bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the COST 

of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to mise the costs of pi-e-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
thar these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

&f& Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemalhy 
Commissioner Kevin Marlin 
Comnissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10.2004 

Chairman Michael K, Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washinglon. DC 20554 

lie: WC Docket No, 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wriring co add my voice to the growing number of goups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone cornpanics to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rilles - for consuiners who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in nlind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in wlrich a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller. who may be in Vkginia, for 
exaiiipk, is connected to n “platform” in mother scale -I lei’s say in Nebraska. From th is 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the klephone number of someone in Virginia. Currelit rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one%rom Nebraska to Virginia. 
Roth calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell coiiipanies want to treat this as a single in-stace call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what rhey want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already iising far gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represeiit a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance cornpanibs and ochers that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show rhc Bell companies the door 
on ths issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernnthy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Conmssion 
445 12th Sueet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Rocker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed wirh a pre-paid 
calliug card, If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramtically higher 
races -for consumers who place the calls. As you xpproach your work on this docket, 1' implore 
you to keep the needs o'f consumers in mind rather than die pleadings of the four Bell coiiipanies. 

The Bell compaaier want to target those calls in which a c;lller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platfonn" in another state -- Ier's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform." he or she hears a message about a cornpnny, non-profit or person. The caller rhen 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Cuprnt rules, as well as cornmon sense, state 
that thk represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls arc subject to interstate access charges beciuse there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to Veaf this as a single in-state call so they canlevy exorbitrmt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates rcprcsenr a blatant givedway to four IaEe 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long disthce companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
wzighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their cusromers' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2ow 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federiil Comnunicarioos Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

DeaT Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my  voice to.the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in nind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pie-paid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected lo a “platform” in anorhcr StaLe -- let’s say in Webxaska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a cornpruiy, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Currenr rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access c h a p  because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Vhginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-sme call so they can levy exorbitunt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to thc Bell conipanies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas. milk and other produc[s. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway Lo four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests hi this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bel1 companies the door 
on this issue. 

A 

ccs! Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Comss ione r  Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioiier Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senaror 



July IO, 2004 

Chaiiwn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washinglon, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed 10 efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies IO circunivent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. IF they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in imny cases, dramarically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you appw+ch your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-p;lid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her H” The caller, who may be in Vkginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” io another state -- ler’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hews a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of  someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this reprcscnrs two calls, one from Virginia to Nebi-aska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Borh calls are subject to interstare access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
sepiuate call to Virginia. 

But theBell coinpallies want to treat this as a single in-sfate call so they can levy exorbitant io- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actus1 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already iising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices fo~, 
phone calls too, especially when these highcr rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others thar sell prc-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effm to protect their customers’ interests in this nmner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in an the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

i 
Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsrsin 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chaiimaii Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conuiiunications Conmussion 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the lWdl Eel1 telephone companies to circumvent cunent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in nmny cases, drainatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implofe 
you IO keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to rarget those calls in \vhich a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connected to a “platfonn” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
‘*platform,” he or she heus a message about a company, non-profit OL‘ person. The caller then 
dials the telephonc nurnbcr of someone in Viroinia. Currenr rules, as well as con~n~on sense, state f that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
noth calls are subject to interstate access charges because There is a call LO Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to ueat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbiwnt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no rzlarionship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are elready rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls COO, especially when these higher rates represeut a blatant giveaway to four kage 
corporatiom. 

1 am 11wi(re t h ~ t  the long distance companies and others that sell prr-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an e f b l  to protect their customrs’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consu~ners and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin .I. MiuGn 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Faderal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sti-eet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC D O C ~ C ~  NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairinan Powell: 

I ain writing to add my voice to the sowing ouiiiber of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circuinvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on h i s  docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Eell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid cdling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along wilh his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
cxurple, is connected to a “platform” in another state --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as conmon sensa. state 
that this represents two caIls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to inrerstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat rhis as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Eell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of whar rhey want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when hese higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I ani aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an &fort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FplC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Ahmathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin .l. Martin 
Commissioner Ionattian S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chaiimn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conununications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I arn writing to add my voice 10 the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone coinpanies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will resulr in higher rites -in many cases, driumtically higher 
rntes -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consuiners in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target thosc calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
exaniple, is connected to a “platform” in another stite --let’s say in Nebrash. Frorn chis 
“platform,” he 01- she hears a message about’a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as co1nmon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia TO Nebraska xnd one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstaw access charges bccause there is a call to Nebraska and then n 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to neat tlus as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stace access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which u e  only n fraction of what they want to charge consuiners. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am a w m  that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in th is manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin I. Manin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



Chaiiman Michael K, Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Dockel NO. 03-133 

Dear Chuii-nun Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed co efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with B pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will resuli in higher rates - in many cases, drmatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the weds of consumers in nund rather than the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PlN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connected to a ‘‘platform” in another state -- let’s sdy in Nebraska. From this 
‘platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, spate 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Boch calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Vi,rginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat chis as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbilant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Re11 companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Pi-ices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don‘t need higher pxices for 
phone calls too. especirilly when these lugher races represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distamce companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely 

ddb rhe 
~ ~ ~ / ~ -  $d 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernach 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the PCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, iiunigrimts, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for uvaiiety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls 10 look for a job, for affordable 
housing, mllke a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk ‘being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling curds are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cuds. The fees would hnnel directly to lwge local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at $%fordable prices, jeopardzing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Coinmissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael ‘Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

near Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC no[ impose new hidden charges and fees on prepilid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lowor-income families, senior citizens, inunigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Mally of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash 10 pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these co~isuniers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls tu look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with funily and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas. consuniers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alteinative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to luge  local 
telephone coinpwies while the burden would fa11 squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

&f& Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abenialhy 
Coimnissioiier Kevin Martin 
Conmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



Suly 10,2004 

Chairman Michitel Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.’W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I arn writing to ask that The FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepilid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, imnigru~ts, college students alld 
military fanlilies rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to i n i e  phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cuds offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, constrmers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase+ Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are im dfordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squzrely upon those consumers that can 
leasr afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these seivices art: not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioizer Kathleen Abernathy 
C o m s s i o n e r  Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Coinmunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and Fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, imnigranrs, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
coiisuniers do not have the credit, bank accounts. or sulplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service, For these consumers, ;I prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to sray connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in iouch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In econoinically disadvantaged areas, consuniers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of ihese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they arc an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone sei-vices. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The kes would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairinan Michael Powell 
Federal Conununications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE, WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on pl-epsid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and 
milituy families rely upon calling card services far a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accoonts, or surplus cash to pay a largc deposir 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointmen[, or stay in touch wirh fiunily and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consuiners literally risk being dsconnectcd if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
chsrges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by decidng 
that these services me not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 
/7 

ccs: Commissi / ,  ner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Coillmissioner Kevin Martin 
Cornmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairinan Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, inmigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointmenr, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economjcally disadvantaged meas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if rhe 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cuds are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordilble alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees &ill substantially increase the cost 
of providing prc-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopiu-dizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbititant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Conmissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federul Communications Commtssion 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden chwges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income Pimilies, senior citizens, immigrants, college studenis and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposir 
for local telephorie service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with Cdamily and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable cost& 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnectcd if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consunier groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular mcl wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely whut the FCC will do i% it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumefs that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordible prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Comnission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear C h a h a n  Powell: 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not inipose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, imnigrints, college srudenrs and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
roar local telephone sewice. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
lhey have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor's appointment, or stay in touch with family and Friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected it' the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regt~lar and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state" access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cads. The fees would fiinnel directly to large local 
telephone coinpaiies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access chwges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise [he costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10.2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 121h Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

near Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to &k that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling cad  services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens. immigrants, college sudents and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or s~irplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

In econoniically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally iisk being disconnected if the 
prices of rhese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because rhcy are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
teiephone services, 

Bur such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state’’ access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel direcrly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to beear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of provihng pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopwdizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: 4&R- Comt$&er Michael Copps 

Comrmssioner Kathleen Abernarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

C h a i m n  Michael K. Powell 
Pederal Conununications Cormnission 
445 12th Skeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dca.r Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of p-oups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent curremit rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rites - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in wluch a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free nuinber, along with his or hct PIN. The caller, who iiiay be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfoim” in another state --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a cornpimy. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, a s  well as comnon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want 10 treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exoi-bitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell compmies the door 
on chis issue. 

Commissioner Kevin I. Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senitor 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Cormnunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 
calling curd services. 

Minorities, lower-income faniilies, senior citizens, inunigrunts, college students and 
military filinilies rely upon calling card services for a ‘variety of needs. Many of these 
consuiners do not have rhe credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls IO look for a job, for affordilble 
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These 
cuds offer convenience and pi-edictable costs. 

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely .what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone coinpdies while the burden would fall squarely upon those ccinnsumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cads  at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

Please stop any effort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are not subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, I 

M14Vstffl~cbL I G R o r o f l ,  

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
C o m s s i o n e r  Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

c c s  C o m s s l o n e r  Michael Copps 



July 10, 2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingon, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chiliman Powell: 

I 
calling card services. 

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, iimnigrants, college students and 
military families rely upon calling card services for a vsuiaty of needs. Many of these 
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit 
Tor local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option 
they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable 
housing, make a docror’s appointment, or stay in touch wirh family and friends. These 
cards offer convenience and predictable costs. 

Xn economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the 
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispensable for these and other 
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and wireless 
telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicrs new “in-state” access 
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local 
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can 
least afford to bear it. Adding access chuges and fees will substantially increase the cost 
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by 
these cards. 

writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid 

Please stop any effort to r i se  the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding 
that these services are nor subject to exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

I 

Sincerely, 
h 

I 

cc6: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin M a i n  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Coiiununications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Oocket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I arn wriring to add my voice to the growing nun :r of groups and individuals opposed to effolis 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. ir will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consuniers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docker, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a culler uses a pre-paid calling cwd and 
dials a toll-free number, along wirh his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platforni” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,“ he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Cuirent rules, as well iis common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate 8ccess charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as u single In-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stace access charges. Such fees have norelationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what thcy want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for g a s .  milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations, 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell prc-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with rhc FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Comnissioner Kathleen Q. Abcmathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Mutin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adehein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairram Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conimunications Commission 
445 12~h Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed 10 efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies IO circumvent cumnt rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If rhey succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mhd rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

Thr Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses B pre-paid calling curd and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a 'platform" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platfami," he or she h w ~ s  a mssage about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls x e  subject to interstate access charges because there is i~ call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-slate call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which *re only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others thnt sell pre-paid calling curds have 
weighed in with rhe FCC in an efforr to protect their customers' interests in his  miner .  It is 
now time for the PCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

CCS: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Conunissioner Kevin J .  Martin 
Cornmissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
Senator 
SelldtOr 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicatiom Commission 
445 12th Streel, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03.133 

Dear Chairmdn Powell: 

I am writing LO add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circunivent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases. dramatically h i h e r  
rates - for consuiners who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather lhan the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a “platform” in another state I- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platforni.“ he or she hears a message about ii company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to ‘Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access c h - g e s  because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the BeU conipanies want to treat this as a single in-stale call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which me only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher races rcpresenl a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pi-e-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

k b :  Commissio d er Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael 5 .  Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathaii S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July IO, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Fedei-al Conmuilications Conunission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairnian Powell: 

I am writing co add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone cornpmies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you apprwdch your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rdther Ihui the pleadings ofthe four Bell companies. 

Thc Bell companies want to target chose calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid cnlling card and 
dials a toll-free number, dong with his or her PlN. The calla-, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message abwt a compuny, non-pro’fit or person. The caller then 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comnion sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access chages because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relntionship whatsoever to the BeU companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want IO charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I ani aware that the long distance companies and othlsrs that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an cffoft to protect their custonlers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC IO weigh in on the side of consuiners and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 


